The present unfolding of economic forces on a world scale is labelled `globalization' by most observers; that is a proper place to start this brief examination of the effects of economic power on domestic structures. Economic globalization 1 is the intensification of economic relations across borders. Two features pertaining both to globalization in the broad sense and to economic globalization must be emphasized. First, far from all processes of globalization are global in scope. Many take place on primarily regional or even less extended levels. 2 In other words, globalization is uneven in both geographical scope and intensity. Second, globalization is uneven in an additional, basic sense: it leads to integration as well as to fragmentation and marginalization. Successful participation in economic globalization requires preconditions that are possessed by some states (and individuals) much more than by others. Therefore, whereas the spread of globalization conjures an image of homogeneity in that the countries of the world are increasingly parts of the same global market economy, the notion of uneven globalization indicates heterogeneity in that specific countries may take up very different positions in that process. In sum, economic globalization creates a more homogenous world in some ways, but this is combined with unevenness which leaves much room for heterogeneity, because economic globalization unfolds in qualitatively different ways.
The homogenizing and heterogeneity-enhancing effects of economic globalization are already hinted at in the main theoretical positions introduced in Chapter 2. Karl Marx emphasized how capitalist expansion `creates a world after its own image'. Liberal economic modernization theory described a process of five stages of development which were seen to be undertaken by all societies: beginning with traditional society, over the pre-take-off stage and the take-off, to `the road to maturity', and ending up in modern mass consumption society. Classical Marxism and liberal modernization theory thus both stress homogeneity as a result of globalization, with the emergence of the modern, capitalist state as the end result. Trotsky, in contrast, emphasized how capitalist development is uneven and combined; it may have created one world, but it is not a homogenous world modelled after the first capitalist societies. It is a world characterized by heterogeneity A particular aspect of this heterogeneity has . been analyzed by neomarxist dependency theorists such as Samir Amin and Andre Gunder Frank. They argue that capitalist expansion has led to qualitatively different socioeconomic forms in core and periphery respectively.
The following sections look at postwar developments in the light of these different theoretical positions. It will be argued that economic globalization has indeed led to homogenization through the global expansion of the market economy. At the same time it will be shown how, for several reasons, heterogeneity has persisted. Heterogeneity in particular pertains to two groups of countries. On the one hand, the weakest, least developed ones in the Third World; they are the marginalized, peripheral players in the global economy, the weak postcolonial states. And on the other hand, the advanced countries in Western Europe, North America and Japan, who have been most involved in economic globalization and who have therefore been most exposed to the changes invoked by the new aspects of economic globalization; 3 they are the postmodern states. In sum, my argument in this chapter is that economic globalization reinforces the emergence of the three different main types of state identified earlier: the modern, the postmodern, and the postcolonial state.
Economic globalization and homogenization: the spread of the market economy
Economic globalization has led to the integration of an increasing number of countries in the global market economy. In context of that integration, a process of homogenization has taken place: countries tend to converge on a similar model of economic development, namely the modern, industrialized, open, capitalist market economy. The following remarks about the trajectories of the South on the one hand and the former planned economies in Eastern Europe and China on the other will briefly indicate the main elements in this development in the post-Second World War period. Many of the less industrialized countries in the South emerged as independent states only after the Second World War. They first lived in relative isolation from the postwar international economic order; the Bretton Woods system was not for them, and they hesitated to seek full integration in the international market economy. Heeding the infant-industry argument that a degree of protectionism and import-substituting industrialization would make them better equipped to compete eventually in full with the industrialized
